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NoV 1 ¢ 2004

~ Ms. Mary Lou Cap!chlonl
Director .
Remediation Services
Corporate Environmental Services.
- The Sherwin-Williams Company
- 101 Prospect Avenue, N.W.
Cleveland OH 44115 1075

Re: Comments on the Sherwin- W|Il|ams August 16, 2004, Remedlal Investigation
~Work Plan Implementation Sequence (Implementatlon Strategy); Gabbsboro,
‘NJ

Dear Ms Caplchlom

" The U.S. Enwronmentai Protection AgencyTEPA) has reviewed the August 16, 2004
“Remed‘_lTnvestTg‘af ior Work Plan-Tmplementation-Sequence-(Implementation
Strategy) submitted by Sherwih=Williams and has the followingcomments enclosed
~——With this letter:~EPA’s tomiments-include-revised-sample locations:-¢tenclosed as
amended figures) from those proposed by Sherwin Williams, and in some cases
(e.g. Hilliards Creek) additional sample locations than proposed in the
Imp!ementatlon Strategy are indicated in order to ensure that adequate data is
‘collected to meet the obJecttves of the Implementatlon Strategy

- As lndlcated in the August 16, 2004 Sherwin Williams correspondence to EPA, the
Implementation Strategy will not modify the requ:rements of the approved RI/FS
Work Plan (November 2003 Work Plan).

Please contact Mr. Ray Klimcsak, of my staff, at (212) 637 3916 if you have any
questlons or concerns. _

, Slncerely yours,

Carole Petersen, Chief
New Jersey Remediation Branch
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_Allen Danzrg, Esq swcC w/encls
- -John Gerulls, SWC w/encls:

’*:"T,j"Dame Kopcow, Weston' w/encls | - ) P (i - L )

John Doyon, NJDEP w/encls‘

" "Hank Martin, ELM w/encls.
Susanne Peticolas, Gibbons, Del Deo, Dolan, Grlffnger, & Vecchlone w/encls

Lynn Arabia, TtFWI w/encis
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a...

Comments on the August, 2004 Remedxal Investlgatlon

Work Plan Implementatlon Sequence ( Implementatlon Strateciv)

Background. -~ * -

"COCs" clarification of terminology, page 2 - The term “chemical of concern”
(COCs) is used throughout the text (beginning in- the Background Section
page 2,) within the Implementat:on Strategy It should be noted that this
term is typically used to identify the chemicals which are risk drivers; that is,

A\

~those chemicals which are associated with cancer risks in excess of E-06 or

non-cancer hazards greater than 1. Since the baseline-human health risks

- assessment has not yet been completed and the COCs have not been

identified, the appropriate term for use is “chemical of potential
concern”(COPCs). This term is applied to chemicals which exceed some rlsk-

- based concentratlon and therefore require additional evaluation.

2. Overview

da.

3.

Ca.

. Page 3 - It is stated that after the initial sequence of sam’pli.h'g‘ (i.e., the full
- implementation of the CSM), it is the intent of Sherwin-Williams to return to

the Dump Site and complete the additional characterization activities within

- the site and on the adjacent properties: The elements of this characterizatlon
~and the specific adjacent properties should be spemﬁed :

|
/

Page 3 - It is stated that a limited number of samples WI|| be collected during
Phase I of the Implementation Strategy. However, SW has also stated that

the remainder of the samples proposed in the approved RI/FS Work Plan, will
be collected in the future. It should be pointed out that the terms/cond:tlons

‘for additional sampling (for either full analysis or “refined”) or no further -

sampling have not been provided. If there is a statistical approach for how
SW-may support their claim to fimit the "COPCs” or the collection of samples

-(as a result of the Phase I sampling event) the details of the program should— '

be identified.

Conceptual Slte Model (CSM)’

Conceptual Site Model Page 4 - An example for how the CSM may work is
provided. It is stated that sampling may initially occur at the Route 561

‘Dump Site, to better define what is present in White Sands Branch

(ultimately obtaining a list of potential "COPCs”). Afterwards, bas_ed"en the

_ results of samples collected from within the Dump Site, a limited sampling .

event would occur in the White Sands Branch (WSB) area to validate the
CSM. It-is worth mentioning that the rationale for potentially limiting the

_analysis of constituents is only applicable for the example discussed above.

It may be possible that the constituents present within the Dump Site may be
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=alluded to thls fact F| ure 1 here 1t is stated that “some” SItes/areas li.e.,
‘all of the' remammg) require a separate conceptual rodel ‘diagram.” This may
be attributed to the fact that all of the remaining sntes/areas have the very
high likelihood of “containing/ possessing” their own list (source of)
constituents; and therefore, samples collected should not be analyzed for
constituents ina “limited” sense. Finally, it is important to note that due to
off-site migration through run-off or groundwater migration, particular '
constltuents on the Dump S|te may riot be present W|th1n WSB R

Conceptual Site Model quure 1 - The rationale for. why reservoir outfall” is
depicted as a mode of transportation which may occur at Silver Lake and
Clement Lake but not Bridgewood lake and Kirkwood Lake, must’ be
presented ' :

. Additionally, the rationale for why Bridgewood and Kirkwood Lake are - _
believed to be “sinks” and that no movement of COPCs will occur should be
explained in further detail. The depths within Bridgewood Lake do not _
exempt them from the fact that heavy rains could cause the transfer of both -
water and sediment from the lakes to other areas. In addition, it should be

~ pointed out that previous sampling has shown lead concentrations - over 400
ppm. in the stream from Bridgewood Lake’s outfall point (on W. Clementon
Rd.) to where it meets up with Hilliard Creek.

Conceptual Site Model Figure 1 The rationale for why groundwater is not
depicted on the CSM as a mode of constituent migration/transfer from Hilliard
Creek (headwaters and downstream) to both the Bralded Stream and
Kirkwood Lake, must be provided.

'Concegtual Site Model Figure 1 According to the 'CSM it apbears that the
following modes of constituent transfer/migration may or may not occur
within Bridgewood Lake:

. Groundwater may potentially transfer constituents from Bridgewood
Lake to Hilliard Creek. : :

i, Groundwater does not potentrally transfer constltuents from
Bridgewood Lake to the Bralded Stream.

iii.  Reservoir outfall (including sediment) does not potentially transfer

constituents from Bridgewood Lake to the Braided Stream, nor
event_ually Hilliard Creek. , . , :
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6.

da.

~ _ As mentioned earher, the rationale for why it is stated that reservmr outfall '

(“lake” water and sediments) is not a mode of transport for constituents,
generating from Bridgewood Lake, must be provided. In addition, the
rationale for' why groundwater-is not. shown as a mode of tranSport of

' constltuents to the Bralded Stream must be prowded

ConceptuaI.S:te Model quure 1 - Similar mterpretatlon of the CSM depiction
of Kirkwood Lake requires the following clarification. The rationale for why

“groundwater and reservolr runoff (both “lake” water and sediments) are not |

depicted as potential modes of const|tuent mlgrat|on, orlglnatlng from ‘
Klrkwood Lake, must be prov1ded

| ~.Conceptual Site Model Flgure - In the CSM Legend a “dashed” arrow is

used-to indicate “Direction of Water Flow During Major Storms however, it
is difficult to discern whether or not-this symbol is depscted on the map. It
should be noted that this is an important mode of constituent transfer which
may occur, potentially causing both lake water and sediments to be subject
to fate transport, and should be factored into the CSM.

: Residen_tial Sampling |

There was no discussion for the inclusion of residentiat sampling during Phase
I of the Implementation Strategy. Residential sampling should be conducted
during Phase I- activities in accordance with the language of the approved >
RI/FS Work Plan in its entirety.

. Background Samples

It is stated within the CSM that Silver Lake, Clement Lake, and Haney run are

“background”. An explanation of the term background as it is used here
should be provided. In addition, it should be noted that there has been no -
formal discussion for the collection of background samples It should be
clarified whether or not it is intended to do so. :

The rationale for why Haney (Honey) Run is indicated as “background”on the
CSM should be presented. This statement is contradicted by language on
page 3 of the Implementation Plan, where it is stated that Haney Run (along
with Hilliard Creek and WSB) represent both transport pathways and
receptors for COPCs that are present |n the source areas.

Proposed Sample Location :

‘Flgures of the mtended areas to be sampled with deplctlons of proposed

sampling locations, have been provided by Sherwin -Williams as part of the
Implementation Strategy. Utilizing previously collected data (i.e., Sherwin-

. Williams and their contractors, the NJDEP, and-the EPA and their contractors) -
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.the EPA has: rev:ewed and conS|dered_the proposed sampllng Iocatlons and

- selected'by Sherw Wllllams are approved b'\}qEPA as submitted with the

Implementation Strategy: Haney Run Brook (Figure 5-3); ‘White Sands .

" Branch (Figure 5- 4), Bridgewood Lake (Flgure 5- 5), and Vacant Lot (Flgure
.5 8) .

“The following f|gures United States Avenue Burn Site (Flgure 5-1); Route

561 Dump Site (Figure 5-2); and the Railroad Site (Figure 5-9) have been
submitted with sample locations recommended by the EPA. Note, due to the |
fact that EPA did not have an electronic copy of Sherwin-Williams
Implementation Strategy, we used maps which were taken from the
approved RI/FS Workplan. As a result, sample locations previously
recommended by Sherwin-Willilams are not depicted in manner in which they
were on the Implementat:on Strategy figures.

EPA has used the following color scheme for figures 5-1, 5-2, and 5-9 to
translate our comments-on the strategic sampling locations submitted by
Sherwin-Williams:

Red = sample locations agreed upon by both EPA and Sherwm—
Williams

Blue = sample !oCations recommended by EPA

Green = sample locations recommended by Sherwin-Williams
Note: only at the Railroad Site has EPA recommended an increase in the total .
number of samples previously suggested by Sherwin-Williams. The initial
total suggested by Sherwin-Williams was 14, EPA is proposing 17.
Having'reviewed Sher'win—Williams_’s proposal'for the sampling of Hilliard

Creek (Figure 5-9), EPA recomimends that the sampling of Hilliard Creek be
perfo'rmed in accordance to the approved RI/FS Workplan (i.e., every 200 ft.)

7 Prolect Schedule

After the EPA and Sherwin- Williams have’ agreed on an approach to
implement the Implementation Strategy, it will be required that Section 6.0
and Figure 6-1 (of the approved RI/FS Work Plan)-be amended. This is due -
to the fact that the original sampling and analysis approach did not suggest
that the work would be conducted in Phases, thereby reducmg the number of -
samples collected during Phase L
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ADPDITIONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS}
RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY

EDLCTTN
Cover Lctter

i) w"?é GRON L RECTHIRE

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS® RI/FS WORK PLAN

JUNE 27, 2003

— JANUARY 2002

EPA’S RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM
SHERWIN-WILLIAMS ONJULY 9, 2003

Dty el o copite (I AT

Please c . Would prefer 9

ra"'u SoY

1;'

TN i O R FELTR T T SR AR
S‘mce&usmaﬁnaldmmtbehevemyonlynwd?mpws
of the 13 specified in the Administrative Ozder on Consent
{ACC). If additiona) copies are needed, we will inform the

Shawin-Willisns Company (SWC). -

If SWC is concemned that the FEMA lines for the 100-year and
500-year floodplaing appear to cut across arcas of differing
elevetions, EPA recommends that if SWC knows the slevation
for the 100 year and 500 year floodplain that couid be utilized
with the high-resohition mapping. Otherwise, SWC could take
the FEMA lines and "correct” them with more gite-specific
dats. Tt is our understanding that SWC used Floodprone Maps
from NJDEP GIS 1996 to show the 180-year floodpiain aleng
Hilliard’s Creek for Figure 5-9. Coastsl flocd data erd Digital
Elevation Model (DEM) data can be found on the NJDEP GIS
url: hitp:/ffwww.njgovidep/gis.

samne spot, you would still not wantto

sample therz, since that very spot has
siready been distrrbed.

AI;m, why do we need to Tesample boring
26, if we are taking two nmebmmpon

NJDEP). Consent Oxder requires 13 (8 copaess:mlheduumare
EPA, 5 NJIDEP). vcryexp:nsnelnmpmdnce
Cover Letter | llem £4 Requires that 100 and 500 year food pivins | FEMA does the mapping bnsed:n
: be added tomaps, - . regional maps and those lines do
: mtmuchuptoourh@h-mohmtm
mapping. How should we resolve
this issue?

Coverletier | lem #10 _ § EPA requesis that 0)d EPA borings along | Skould we changs those poinis fo
the Dump Site fence be shown as proposed | amother symbol and label them as
for resampling (chauge red dots to green "previvusly sampled locations to be
triangles). Our green triengles were shown | resampled” znd remove the green
as being " couple of feet” away from the old | tHangles that are now oext to
locations, partly for visibility, partly for the | them? Or is EPA looking for
fact that even il you could find the exact additional samples?

SWC does uot need to change the symbol and iabel oa Figure -
5-4 of the RVFS Work Plan, and its duplicate figure specificd in
the SAP and QAPP. However, the intent of EPA's comment
#167(c ) in our April 19, 200180d comment # 10 in our June 6,
2003 letters to SWC was that samples were 10 be collected
along the perimeter of the fence line in close proximity to the
previous EPA saraple points used for determining where the
fence line should be erected to satisfy the Removal AQC, -
Thercfore, upon fimther review of Figure 5-4, it has been
determined that there are three sample points that SWC did not
specify on the Figure based on our previous comments, These
sample points are 1,2, and 10, Please denote a proposed soil
sample location in close proximity to each of these points past
the current fence line as was done for the other proposed
sample points currently noted by SWC on the figure.

Do not nced to resample point 26. However, ensure that the

[ A ade S L Kl

b T

fair LN |

mwmmdmujnMJMItwmanmoni '

proposed soil sample point to the left of sample point 26 is



ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS/{ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS)

RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY

JUNE 27, 2003

cither side?

11 we are sempling: 5 bet not 6, why should
we sample 10 if we arc sampling at 717

taken doring the ﬁeldaf.uﬂnes in cluse proximity to the curent
fence line. g

Requesting a pmpoeedsamphpo'nninc!mcpmximitytn
ssmpie point 10 to determine if contamination exists south of
the current fence Line as noted above. The five additional
sample points (one of which SWC appears to be denoting as 71
in Figure 5-4 and under the column titled *“Tequirement™ to the

eft) specificd along the western perimeter of the fence line

along Route 561 were vequested by EPA in comment #167(d)
in our Apsil 19, 2001ketter to SWC to determine if
contaminstion exists to the west of the current fence line and
below the Route 561 roadway. Further, sample
points 7t aand lﬁamlppmxumteiy 50 feet away from one
another which is the grid spacing proposed for soil sampling
past the perimeter of the fence line. Therefore, both sampling
ocations need to be denoted as propesed soil sample locations

| on Figure 5-4 of the RI/FS Work Plan, and its duplicate figure

Gnmdfaspumps.

: _specified in the SAP and QAPP.

SAP 5.15 Both hazardous and non-hrzanions materials | Nop-hazardous is 120 “Sections 5.15 and 1.3.11.7 of the SAP, Section 2.1.10.7 of the
Mhm&uﬂm—mfm%dnysw : QAPP, and Section 5.2.11.7 of the RUFS Work Plan can be
less prior to disposal off-gite, revised to specify that non-hazsrdous meaterials will be

o . accummniated on-site for 120 days or less prior Lo digposal off-site.

SAP Appendix B | Region 2 low (low does Dot meation We wal to ust variabie rate Y This is acceptable. However, SWC must follow the purging

imypseiler-type pucips. ‘ and szmpling procedures stated in the Region 2 Low-Flow SOP

{dated March 1998} specified in Appendix B of the SAP. The
SOP specifies that SWC must purge at a rate of 200 - 500
m}/min, wnd collect samples wlnle purging between a rate of
100 - 250 ml.r'mm :

While reviswing the SAP to answer SWC’s recent round of
questions, EPA noted that one item was missing from what
needs 1o be labeled on each of the sample bottles specified
under Section 4.2 (Sample Documentation) of the SAP and
Section 5.8 (Sample Labeling) of the QAPP. The sample
bottle, besides being labeled with the items currently listed in
the SAF-an QAPP, should also include any preservatives whic
may be added. This will ot cnly ensure the siaff at the lab th
they are receiving samples which will be withiu holding time: -
(bry properly being preserved), but also that they may E

| Liswimmgdisieovisedwpécommicnisjonc03/additionsiquestions




ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS)

RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY
JUNE 27, 2003 ' -
‘potentially be handling potentially hazardous (after addition of
the preservatives) samples. Revise the SAP and QAPP
SAP 42 Freld loghooks will be used for Is the use of electronic-based entry | EPA concerned about making changes in the entries. When
QAT 572 documentation, acceptable? We are now planning | using & bound ficld loghook and indelible ink, it is possible to
1o use digital cameras, PDAs and | keep track of any changes to eniries as they happen pursuant to
Also, we are now planning to use digital ~ | /or laptops to be downloadedtoa | the procedures noted in Section 4.2 of the SAP and Section
cameras versus filn:. server every evening. 5.7.2 of the QAPP. It is unclear how those procedures will be
met using electronic mesas. SWC will need to add language to
Section 4.2 of the SAP and Section 5.7.2 of the QAPP to
specify how the procedures used to ensure the integrity of
entries into the logbooks will be implemnented using electronic
means. Section 4.2.3 of Ibe SAP specifies that digital cameras
. may be uged. -
SAP Appendix B'| Region 2 low iTow spec We may be using PDAsAAPAQs. Understand that SWC may be using POASAPAQs. Refer to our
Tespoase ebove to SWC's questions on Section 4.2 of the SAP

 swivemedial/revisedwpicommentsiuncld/addivonslquestions

and Section 5.7.2 of the QAPP.
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TOPIC ITEM { SECTION(s) | SWC"s 6/19/03 MEETING RESOLUTION
COMMENT OUTCOME/ B i
' ACTION ITEM 4
sampliog, - | ¢
Sampiing 12 5.2.22,5232 Depth of surface s0il Mike Sivak to contact TRW | {a) SWC should implemm the sampling scheme 85 specified in the
Depths 5244,5254, samples. Wosk Plan and discuss if 0-6" can be current EPA edited version of the RI/FS Work Plan, In 2ddition to what
5.2.62, 5264, calls for all parameiers | used al this site for is already required in the RI/FS Work Plan, SWC may conduct the
52.74,52.8.2 collecied § to 6” bgs residential lead risk following additional sampling at residential propemes-
: except for VOCs astessrent (stoce it is being
collected from [87-24”. | conducted along with other | 1. Grab discreet XRF lead samples {de not composiu:}. at an interval of -
contaminants of potential 0-1" bgs, from 10 of the 15 soil traverse borehole locations per residential
concemm). Other issues io property cmnﬁyproposed in the RVFS Work Plan.
be discussed will be to-
determine if 0-6” is .| 2. Only the 10 XRF lead samples per residential properry I:emg colIcch.-.d
agrucable fornon- - from G-l"bgsmayhes:eved
residential areas, and if . _ ' _ .
sieving of the soil (again, b) 0-6" can be used at this site for the residential risk gssessment.
for a comprehensive risk Ornce the data has been cotlected for this first phase of the
asgessmenl, not just lead) is RI/FS, EPA will compare both sample horizons (0-17 and {-6”)
required, and if 18-24” o detererine if the 01" depth can be elmum!ed
samples for VOCs can be
used for the risk | (€) With respect to a guestion regarding if the sampling interval 0-6” is
assessment. aprecable for non-residential areas, and a question regarding if the
samplieg intervsl 18-24" for VOCs can be used for the risk assessment.
Sampling for mon-residential aveas will be conducted as specified in the
current EPA edited version of the RI/FS Work Plan and 18-24" sammples
! - for VOCs can be used for the xigk dssessment. :
Residential 13 52.74 Sherwin-Williams Mike to review NJDEP’s Composite sarnpling shall not be conducted pursuant to N.J.A.C. 7:26E-
Sampling would Iike 1o dizcuss criteria {which will serve as | 3.4 which is an ARAR for he Sites. With respect to the residential
the residential sampling | ARARs for this sile), which samplmgapprmh,EPAmmmmnlSWCspeakmthemsldmn
spprodch to insure that, { do aot allow for composite | prior to sampling to ensure that the residents have not moved sediment or
characterization, risk sampling — in light of the soil from within the 100-year flood plain to another portion of their
.assessent and requirerment by the TRW to” | property. If 20, some of the sampling points may need to be re-iocated,
delineation goals will | conduct composite or addifional sample points specified, to characterize Lhose areas outside
| be met. \ . sampling for residestial of the 100-year flood plain that may potentially be contaminated.
fead risk assessments (ie., ,

(A



.7, 8Fd, mial

.
N i i Y (=l

“TOPIC SECTION(s) |SWC’s 6/19/03 MEETING | RESOLUTION _
' COMMENT - OUTCO&[EI. e R
- ACTION ITEM . -
_ bow can we resolve these 2 :
. conflicting requirements). : . : : =
Miscellaneous | 17 52123 Sherwin-Willinms Reference to *Braddock” Address should be included in the RIFS Work Plan. Addresses willbe
proposes (o change the | will be removed from work | redacted from the copies of the RI/FS Work Plan that will be placed in
reference to the - plan. BPA o delermine if  § the public repositories.
Braddock residence to | address shonld be included
the streef address of the | i the work plan.
residence {25 United
States Avenae),
K
&
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